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DETAILED ACTION 
Information Disclosure Statement 

The information disclosure statement filed July 1 , 2004 fails to comply with 37 
CFR 1.98(a)(3) because it does not include a concise explanation of the relevance, as it 
is presently understood by the individual designated in 37 CFR 1.56(c) most 
knowledgeable about the content of the information, of each patent listed that is not in 
the English language. No concise explanation of relevance was found for document 17, 
JP 11-29294. Therefore, it was lined out on the PT01449 and not considered by the 
Examiner. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(bj the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-3 and 5-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Hughes. Regarding Claim 1, Hughes discloses a cable winch system comprising a 
drum 28 being the means for winding and unwinding at least one cable 26, means for 
rotating 64 the drum for winding and unwinding the at least one cable, a cable guide 52 
including two parallel elongate members 1 16 wherein the elongate members are 
spaced apart to allow for the least one cable to freely travel in between the elongate 
members and for guiding the winding and unwinding of the at lease one cable on the 
drum, the cable guide being pivotally attached to means for oscillating (as explained in 
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Column 3, Lines 3-36) the cable guide so as to cyclically guide the at least one cable for 
evenly distributed winding and unwinding of the at least one cable along one end of the 
drum to an opposite end of the drum, and remote oscillating operating means (hydraulic 
motor 64) in mechanical communication with the means for oscillating the cable guide, 
the remote oscillation operating means being on a side of the one of the ends of the 
drum in a non-interfering relationship with the oscillation of the cable guide (Figures 3 
and 4, Column 3, Lines 3-36). Regarding Claim 2, Hughes' remote oscillation means 
includes a shaft 36 in mechanical communication on one end of the shaft with the 
means for oscillating the cable guide (Figures 3 and 4, Column 3, Lines 3-36). 
Regarding Claim 3, the shaft is aligned in a generally parallel relationship to an axis of 
rotation of the drum as shown by Hughes in Figure 3. Regarding Claim 5, Hughes 
further discloses the shaft is attached to a universal joint fitting 84, which in turn is in 
mechanical communication with the means for oscillating said cable guide (Figure 4). 
Regarding Claim 6, the cable guide of Hughes' winch system further comprises a 
removable cable travel securement means 1 14 at an opposite end of the cable guide 
pivot attachment to the means for oscillating the cable guide, the removable travel 
securement means being means for preventing the at least one cable from exiting 
outside the parallel elongate members (Figure 4). Regarding Claim 7, the cable guide 
parallel elongate members of Hughes' winch system each comprise an inner elongate 
member (pins shown but not numbered) and an outer concentric freely rotatable 
elongate member 116 (Figure 4). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hughes 

as applied to claims 1 and 2 above, and further in view of Buttles. Hughes is silent 

about a handle means attached on an opposite end of the shaft. However, Buttles 

discloses a handle means 8 controlling the cable guide 21 on an opposite end of a shaft 

6 from the pivot mechanism (Figure 1). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 

skill in the art at the time of the invention to add the handle means of Buttles to Hughes' 

winch system to allow the winch to be manually operated in the case of failure of the 

hydraulic motor. 

Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hughes 
as applied to claims 1, 6, and 7 above, and further in view of Cleveland. Hughes is 
silent about the outer freely rotatable elongate member being made from materials 
selected from the group consisting of polymer composites, metals, and combinations 
thereof. However, Cleveland discloses rotatable elongate member 75, 75 being made 
from metal (Figure 6, Column 3, Lines 64-66). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to make the outer freely 
rotatable elongate member of Hughes' winch system from metal to maintain low friction 
between the member and the cable as taught by Cleveland (Column 3, Lines 64-66). 
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Conclusion 



The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Lingenfelter, Arduser, Flutz et al. a Henggeler, Weaklend are cited 
for disclosing handle means for controlling oscillations of a cable guide. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to William E. Dondero whose telephone number is 571- 
272-5590. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 7:00 am 
to 4:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kathy Matecki can be reached on 571-272-6951. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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